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The economy: Government 
running out of excuses 


Britain approaches the 1992 general 
election sunk deep in economic recession. 
Last month unemployment topped 2'4 
million. Business bankruptcies are up. 
Repossession of homes is up. Real poverty 
is the lot of an increasing number, including 
not a few who have the qualifications and 
skills to obtain really good jobs — if only the 
jobs were available. 

Forced into a corner, the spokesmen for 
the Tory Government can do no better than 
make two defensive claims, both of them 
pretty pathetic. 

First there is the claim that the recession 
is not really a recession at all — or at least, 
if there has beén a recession, we are now 
starting to climb out of it! Such feeble 
phrases as ‘‘a chink of light at the end of the 
tunnel’’ or ‘‘we are now over the worst’’ are 
trotted out in order to pacify an increasingly 
angry populace. For many years now, 
Government propagandists, loyally backed 
up by the Tory press, have been assuring us 
all that, whatever the dark days of the past, 


‘recovery’ is now imminent — indeed it is 
just around the corner! When this is said it 
is hoped of course that the public will forget 
that just the same things were being said a 
year ago, a year before that and a year 
before that, and that despite these optimistic 
projections the much heralded recovery still 
has not materialised. If someone should be 


` so inconsiderate as to remind Government 


ministers of these previous promises ard to 
point out that they have not been fulfilled, 
the customary technique is to say something 
like: “Yes, we will acknowledge that we 
slightly underestimated the time it would 
take for the fruits of the recovery to show 
themselves, but you can rest assured that 
that recovery is now on the way! 

To assist in this trick of pulling the wool 
over the public’s eyes, some statistic is 
invariably produced which, examined prima 
facie, might seem to substantiate the claim 


of better times to come. Once one starts to. 


play with figures, it is only very rarely that 
one is not able to come up with something 
that gives backing to one’s argument. The 
favourite device last month was to take the 
latest unemployment increase, which 
amounted to 31,000, and to point out that it 
was not as bad as in previous months! Thus 
did Employment Secretary Michael Howard 
turn what, by all normal logic, was a smack 
in the eye for the Government into a 
Government triumph. The December rise, 
Mr. Howard purred, was, with one excep- 
tion, the lowest for 15 months — so there! 
Of course, this trick has been employed 
before — usually only to rebound back into 
the faces of the Government a month or two 
later, when the jobless rise has been bigger 
than ever. The principal point is conven- 
iently ignored, which is that the overall 
number of out of work has for a consid- 
erable time been climbing steadily upwards. 

It does not require genius in the art of 
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observing public affairs to recognise that 
these Government claims amount to nothing 
more than a pitiful clutching at straws. The 
reality is that things in the British economy 
have been getting steadily worse for a very 
long time and are going to continue to get 
worse as long as there is no basic departure 
from present policy. Government ministers’ 
protestations to the contrary should be 
recognised for what they are: the frantic 
bleatings of little men and women who have 
totally lost control but nevertheless love their 
jobs and are desperate to hang on to them, 
come what may. The British public should 
not be deceived. 

The other standard weapon of defence 
against the mounting evidence of failure and 
catastrophe is to blame recession on events 
outside the Government’s control. ‘‘It isn’t 
our fault,’ the ladies and gentleman of 
Westminster cry. ‘‘Don’t blame us!”’ 

Various excuses exist in the repertoire to 
give backing to this cop-out. The one in 
most frequent use is the plea that there is a 
‘world recession’ and that Britain cannot 
escape from it. Next favourite is that the 
Government has to control inflation and that 
the only way to do this is to keep interest 
charges high. Sometimes, on the other hand, 
the justification used to defend high interest 
charges is the international one: Britain is 
tied to the European ERM (Exchange Rate 
Mechanism); the ERM is regulated by the 
interest rate of the strongest European 
economy (the German) and therefore when 
the Germans put their rate up we have no 
alternative but to comply. 

All these mea non culpas are valid only as 
long as one accepts the basic superstitions on 
which fashionable economic wisdom is 
founded: firstly the superstition that the 
British and world economies are so inter- 


‘dependent that we can take no national 


measures to Overcome our own problems 
without the consent and co-operation of our 
overseas rivals — a complete nonsense, as 
any elementary use of human intelligence 
will quickly establish; secondly that prices of 
goods and services for sale must inevitably 
be related to the cost of borrowing money — 
an equal nonsense, once the mind is liber- 
ated from the mumbo-jumbo that passes for 
current economic ‘orthodoxy’. 


Foundations of 
economic health 


Someone really ought to drag our con- 
temporary politicians out of their parlia- 
mentary seats and back into the classroom. 
where they might learn the first basics of 
economy. And what are the first basics? 
They might be regarded as stemming from 
the key essentials, which are:- 

(1) A skilled, inventive and hard-working 
population with the necessary capacity for 
modern manufacturing. 

(2) A population with the purchasing power 
to consume the fruits of the production of 
(1). 


If, in addition to these two essentials, a 


nation possesses certain advantages in the 
way of natural wealth — plenty of good 
land, minerals, energy products, etc. — that 
is a bonus. However, some of the most 
successful economies in the modern world 
are those of nations not greatly endowed 
with these things. Japan provides the 
foremost example of this. 

We have spoken of purchasing power, but 
what are the foundations of this purchasing 
power? They do not consist of the money 
presently in existence; they require simply a 
sane and honest financial system able to 
distribute money throughout the population 
so as to enable it buy what it has produced. 
The credit which should give the backing to 
such money should be the productive 
power of the people — nothing more, 
nothing less. 

Government in modern times, seemingly 
completely oblivious of this basic truth, says 
that industry must be starved of investment 
because there is not enough money to invest. 
Why is there not enough money? Because, 
says Government, to create more than we 
have already would cause a rise in inflation. 
Inflation must be kept down, so money must 
be kept in short supply. How do we keep 
money in short supply? We increase the 
interest rate so as to reduce the number of 
people borrowing it — the greater the 
interest the fewer will borrow: that is the 
prevailing wisdom. 

But why should we be shackled by this 
doctrine that insists that money can only be 
increased by borrowing it? Why do we not 
simply print it? That would not do, says 
Government. That would be inflationary. 

Wrong! Wrong! And wrong again! True, 
under certain conditions the printing of 
money can be inflationary; the conditions 
would be those in which the increase in 
money resulting from the printing of it was 
in excess of the increase in the real wealth 
the nation produced. Then we would have 
inflation. 

But there is no necessity for that to 
happen. 

A prudent policy of monetary issue by 
means of printing would assess carefully 
what extra powers of national production 
would be released by the extra money 
created, and then such money would be 
printed in quantities geared to that increase. 

Just let us look at the issue in a small 
local context, and it becomes easier to 
understand. Here we have a factory in a 
traditional British industrial town, say in the 
Midlands. That factory is lying idle, all its 
machinery going to waste. If that factory 
were working at full capacity, it could 
provide jobs for 5,000 people. 


Nearby, in the same area, there are large 


numbers unemployed. Near to 5,000 of 
those who are unemployed have the skills 
and know-how to operate the machines of 
the factory in question, for they worked in 
the same factory in the past when it was in 
full production. Whatever number is short of 
requirements can quickly be trained for the 


purpose. 


So why do we not get the factory working 
again, with the local people operating it. We 
cannot, Government will say, because there 
is not the money. 

But if we print the necessary money to 
cover the wages of the workers and thus get 
the factory working again, the produce of 
that factory will represent an increase in the 
national wealth that will be equal in value to 
the money printed. Where then will be the 
inflation? 

But, Government will say, it’s no good 
creating extra money to finance extra prod- 
uction if that production cannot be sold. 
There must be people able and willing to 
buy the products of the factory. 

Right! And here is where we come back 
to the question of purchasing power. 

Of course, the extra money printed, if it 
is paid out in wages to the people newly 
employed, will constitute extra purchasing 
power. Look at this now on a national level, , 
with the same procedure being repeated in 
towns and cities all over Britain, and we will 
see that if money is printed to get thousands 
of factories working which were not prev- 
iously working and millions of people 
employed who were not previously emp- 
loyed a vast increase in national purchasing 
power will result from that process. 

But, needless to say, the success of the 
scheme will depend on that purchasing 
power being put to use — by those people in 
possession of it buying the products of that 
revitalised industry. 

Under the present system there is no 
guarantee that this will happen; on the 
contrary there is every guarantee that to a 
large extent it will not happen. Why? 
Because the people with the extra purch- 
asing power will use much of it, not to buy 
British goods, but to buy foreign goods! 

The scheme would work only if all of the 
increased produce of industry made possible 
by the printing of the new money was 
certain to be consumed. And the only 
guarantee of certainty that it would be 
consumed would be if competitive foreign 
goods were kept out of the British market. 

If that policy were adopted, however, and 
increased British purchasing power were 
spent only on increased British production, 
or at least something like 90 per-cent on 
British production, the British economy 
could be revitalised in a comparatively short 
time — and without a single penny being 
borrowed. With no increase in borrowing, 
there should be no increase in interest 
owing. What a boon that would be to the 
people of this nation — even though it might 
not be quite such a boon to those who 
comprise a small part of it: those who’earn 
their living through usury! 

Of course, this argument constitutes a 
simplification — all arguments of its kind 
have to be. Some import/export trade would 
continue even under a protected system. 
Britain would still need to buy a large 
portion of her minerals, some of her food 
and a small portion of manufactured 
products in cases where the facilities and 


aptitudes had not yet been aquired for us to 
make them ourselves. 

And again, it would be impossible, when 
gauging at what rate we should print new 
money to finance extra production, to be 100 
per-cent accurate in our calculations. The 
new wealth produced may fall slightly short 
of the new money in circulation, or it may 
slightly exceed it. In either case there would 
be a slight inflation or a slight deflation, 
which of course could be quickly corrected 
by a reduction or extension in the creation of 
new money the next time round. 

Needless to say, the new money printed 
would not entirely be swallowed up in 
wages and purchases; some would go to 
profits, some to further investment, some to 
savings, and so on. But over a long period 
this money, directly or indirectly, would 
constitute additional purchasing power and 
eventually would be used as such, sooner or 
later. 

So that in the broadest terms the principle 
holds good. We have it within our m to 
provide the money to get our economy 
moving — simply by printing it; it does not 
have to be borrowed nor be subject to 
interest. 

Likewise, we have it within our means to 
dispose of the increased produce of this 
economy by protecting the home market, by 
a “Buy British’ policy — as opposed to a 
‘Buy Foreign’ policy, which seems to be the 
doctrine observed by present governments. 

The issue, in essence, is one of nation- 
alism or internationalism. The way of the 
other parties is international. Our way is 
national. 

Which will work best? All that has been 
proved so far is that their way does not 
work. 

So why not give our way a chance? 


Ulster: Fog and light 
from the press 


Last month was, not entirely unpredict- 
ably, a very active one for the IRA, with 
one atrocity, near Carrickmore, one of the 
worst recorded in recent years. During the 
same month journalists were equally active 
in writing about Irish terrorism. Among the 
writings were two welcome chinks in a sea 
of fog. 

But first the fog. Could any comment 
possibly have been more inane that that in 
the leader column of the Daily Mail on 
January 11th, following an explosion in 
Whitehall as a result of which, mercifully, 
no-one was killed? ‘‘Bombs,’’ said the 
heading to the editorial, ‘‘will never 
succeed.” The article went on to proclaim 
that: ‘‘...as in the past, such atrocities will 
not soften but stiffen popular resolve.’’ It 
continued: - 

“If the men of violence really want to 

enter into political” discussions about 

Northern Ireland’s future, they are going 

about it the wrong way. There can never 

be any parleying under threat. If they seek 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


a negotiated settlement, the first thing that 
they must do is to end the bombing in 
Belfast, London and everywhere else.” 


With what joy and laughter the ‘men of 
violence’ must have reacted to these words! 
What the writer was in effect saying to them 
was that the future of Northern Ireland was 
up for discussion — a discussion which 
would not exclude themselves if they were 
good boys and put away their explosives and 
replaced them with briefcases. A negotiated 
settlement? What possible negotiated settle- 
ment could interest these murderers other 
than one which involved the transfer of 
sovereignty over Northern Ireland from the 
United Kingdom to the Irish Republic? We 
must assume that if the writer of this leader 
is not a complete imbecile that was the 
settlement he had in mind. 

This being so, did it not occur to him that 
if such a negotiated settlement ever came 
about it would give the IRA and its allies all 
that they had been seeking over the past 23 
years of slaughter and mayhem in which 
they had been engaged? That would amount 
to an acknowledgement that, contrary to the 
prediction in the heading to the article, 
bombs had in fact succeeded. As for the 
bombers themselves, it is clear that, their 
being men of considerably greater intell- 
igence than the Daily Mail leader writer, this 
is precisely the kind of fatuous journalistic 


response their operations are intended to- 


provoke. It is like a street mugger who 
brandishes a knife at his victim demanding 
the latter’s wallet. What he would love the 
victim to say is: ‘‘Put down your knife and 
ask me politely — and the wallet is yours!’ 
Happily, there are some signs here and 
there of journalism a little more sensible and 
robust. One example of this was a leader in 
The Spectator of the 18th January, prompted 
by the same outburst of IRA terror. Said the 
writer: - 
“Last Friday, as after every terrorist 
assault, politicians reaffirmed their commit- 
ment to fight terrorism, and restated that 
the terrorists would not win. Their words 
are claptrap. The terrorists are winning, 
and the ‘fight’ against them, under the 
current rules of the game, is proving 
hopeless...” 


The article went on to detail in what ways 
the IRA was succeeding in its objectives on 
the actual operational level, by the immense 
disruption it was causing to life both in 
Northern Ireland and on the mainland, 
including the stringent security measures that 
now had to be adopted to protect many 
leading public figures and civil servants 
from its onslaughts. But the primary thrust 


of the writer’s argument was that the men of | 


terror are succeeding in their political 
strategy:- 
‘‘The Anglo-Irish Agreement, which gave 
the Irish Republic a say in running Ulster, . 
was the greatest encouragement to the IRA. 
Unless the Tories need the goodwill of the 
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MURDERE 
Nigel McKee 


MURDERED 
William Bleeks 


MURDERED 
Cecil Caldwell 
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David Harkness 


MURDERED 
Robert Irons 


LATEST ‘INITIATIVE’ VICTIMS 
Men killed in the Carrickmore murder and their wrecked vehicle (below) 


Ulster Unionists to help them govern in a 
hung parliament, neither they nor Labour 
look like repudiating the agreement, or 
doing anything new to limit the IRA’s 
resolve. So more bombs will go off, more 
people will be killed, and more politicians 
of all colours will continue to demonstrate 
how ‘resolute’ they are by condemning 
terrorists and their works in the strongest 
possible terms.” 


The article later concluded:- 


‘Both leading parties in Britain must 
accept that no political initiative, no 
continuation of existing policy, is going to 
make the slightest difference to the story of 
terror, death and destruction that has now 
run for nearly 23 years in the United 
Kingdom. Soon the continued protestations 
of ‘resolve’ will be seen by the public as 
the sham that they are. If the Government 
really believes that the terrorists can be 
beaten, it had better start taking the sort of 
action likely to bring that defeat about.’’ 


The foregoing being precisely the 
arguments that Spearhead has been voicing 
for years, we can only applaud Spectator 
editor Charles Moore and rejoice in the fact 
at long last some writers in the world of 
‘establishment’ journalism are beginning to 
see sense on Northern Ireland. 

Another such was Geoffrey Wheatcroft, 
writing in the Sunday Telegraph on the 19th 
January. His article was appropriately titled 
“Why our initiatives only help the IRA’. Mr. 
Wheatcroft proceeded to reel off the many 


such ‘initiatives’ that been attempted over 


the previous two decades: The Whitelaw 
power-sharing exercise and the attempt to 


revive the Council of Ireland, the Rees: 


Convention, the Prior Assembly, the King 
Anglo-Irish Agreement. All, he said, have 


collapsed or come to nothing, ‘‘and it gives 


one no pleasure to have predicted each 
failure.’’ 


Mr. Wheatcroft followed this by an 
incursion into the dispute as to whether 
British Governments had been acting, as 
claimed by Enoch Powell, as part of a 
hidden plan to force Northern Ireland into a 
united Ireland or whether its actions in the 
province had no conspiratorial motive but 
were merely well-intentioned but naive 
responses to events out of control. Since 
journalists writing for the ‘national’ daily 
and weekly papers simply are not allowed to 
give credence to conspiracy theories in 
politics, we were not surprised to find this 
writer opting for the second of these two 
explanations. His own theory seems to have 
been that government policy, whether under 
the Tories or Labour, has been to ‘‘margin- 
alise the men of violence’’ by ‘‘building up 
the credit of constitutional nationalists 
through giving them the appearance of a 
share of power in the province. Only make 
the SLDP look attractive and vigorous,” he 
stated, echoing the presumed thinking of the 
politicians of Westminster, ‘‘and the IRA 
will be deprived of all support and wither 
away.’’ 

Well, we for our part think this inter- 
pretation of government motives to be a little 
too neat. Mr. Wheatcroft’s picture of things 
does not prove that conspiracy to betray 
Ulster is absent from the minds of those who 
determine grand strategy at the highest level; 
but it does, we will concede, suggest a 
possible pattern of thinking among those 
whose function it has been to serve as the 
executors of that strategy lower down in the 
pecking order. The essence of all really 
effective conspiracies is that their architects 
have been able to dress them up in the 
finery of idealism and ‘reasonableness’ that 
is necessary to make them acceptable to the 
many whose collaboration is required to 
carry them out. It is quite possible to 


believe, knowing the mental calibre of so 
many of the politicians who have flitted 
across the stage of Northern Irish affairs 
since the late 1960s, that they have 
endorsed, quite sincerely, this myopic view 
of the problem. What these folk never seem 
to have been able to understand, where the 
Ulster Question is concerned, is that the 
crucial issue is not whether terrorism 
continues or does not continue but whether 
Northern Ireland remains British or does not 
remain British. None of this is to minimise 
the importance of eliminating the terrorists 
and restoring peace; it is only to state that 
the successful defence of a part of our 
country against those who would take it 
away from us is a matter of greater import- 
ance. The people who have acted as the 
servants of government policy in Northern 
Ireland over the past 23 years have been 
people schooled in the philosophy of modern 
liberalism and would not be expected to 
understand this simple truth. To minds such 
as theirs, giving away a part of the United 
Kingdom at the point of a gun is not accept- 
able, but giving away that same part of the 
Kingdom at the negotiating table is perfectly 
acceptable. The man with the wallet again! 


Were these simple ladies and gentlemen to 
understand things more clearly, they would 
realise that the briefcase-carrying men in the 
smart suits who act as the representives of 
‘respectable’ republicanism in the form of 
the SDLP are just as much our enemies as 
the hooded thugs who plant bombs under the 
cars of RUC officers and others identified 
with the ‘British State’. The aims of each 
are the same; only the methods differ. Con- 
ceding to the former in order to discredit the 
latter is therefore an exercise in total futility. 
The hooded thugs are not in the slightest bit 
interested in whether they themselves are 
discredited or ‘credited’; they are in business 
solely to accelerate the process of British 
surrender to republicanism in Northern 
Ireland. Every concession to the SDLP and 
its ilk is a victory for them and their 
murdering policy. 

Mr. Wheatcroft clearly understands this. 
As he states: - 

“For these 20 years, London governments 

have...regularly given assurances that 

nothing will be done to compromise the 
constitutional position of Northern Ireland, 
while even more regularly introducing 

‘initiatives’ which can only serve to call 

that position into doubt, and which in the 


process unintentionally strengthen the 
IRA’s resolve. This is not only unseemly, 
it is absurd...” 


The only word with which we might 
quarrel in the above passage is ‘uninten- 
tionally’. As has been indicated before, it 
would no doubt apply to the majority of 
those involved in these ridiculous ‘initia- 
tives’, but we would suspect not so in the 
case of the few who serve as the ultimate 
source of their inspiration. 

Mr. Wheatcroft later spells out the sole 
choice confronting Britain in Ulster:- 


‘We stay or we go...If we stay we should 
recognise that things are not going to get 
better in the irumediate future, and may 
well get worse. The IRA will not be 
defeated in a hurry. But the correct way to 
marginalise the men of violence is to treat 
them as a security problem and nothing 
else (rather than, asa BBC interviewer was 
still, crazily, capable of saying yesterday 
morning, ‘involving Sinn Fein in the polit- 
ical process’), to treat Northern Ireland 
like a genuine part of the United Kingdom, 
and to kick the habit of initiative-monger- 
in g. 99 

And so this magazine has said for a long 

time. 


ON WITH THE MOTLEY! 


As election time draws nearer, the clowns and the tricksters 
sharpen up their acts, the liars become ever more brazen 
and British politics degenerate ever more steeply. JOHN 


TYNDALL observes 


BRITISH POLITICS reached the level of 
visibly comic farce last month when a 
front-page report appeared in the Sunday 
Telegraph on January 12th headed ‘Key 
Labour constituencies threatened by 
ethnic gaffe’. 

The report related how Shadow Home 
Secretary Roy Hattersley, with an eye to the 
importance of the Pakistani vote in the 
coming general election (the community in 
question being estimated nationwide at 
450,000) had given a commitment that a 
future Labour Government would place its 
support behind Pakistan in a dispute with 
neighbouring India over the question of 
Kashmir, whose inhabitants have, with 
Pakistani backing, been seeking indepen- 
dence from that country. Mr. Hattersley, in 
whose Sparkbrook (Birmingham) constit- 
uency a third of the populace is of Pakistani 
(Mipuri) Kashmir origin, was obviously 
alive to the ramifications the issue posed to 
the safety of his own parliamentary seat, and 
accordingly thought it prudent to assure his 
constituents of his party’s pledge to support 
the Kashmir cause. 

This, however, proved to be rather less 
than a popular move in other sections of the 
Labour Party. It was quickly drawn to Roy’s 


attention that the Indian community in this 
country totalled as many as 850,000, and 
most Indian electors would be dangerously 
alienated by a policy which would endorse 


the dismemberment of their homeland. As: 


the Sunday Telegraph report explained, ‘‘the 
collapse of the Indian vote would make it 
harder for the party to retain or win up to 40 
seats in London, Birmingham, Coventry, 
Wolverhampton, Leicester and Manchester. ”’ 

A drastic rethink over the matter of the 
Hattersley promise is now very much on 
Labour’s agenda, and party leader Neil 


HATTERS 
-LEY 
With 
headgear 
approp- 
riate to the 
occasion, 
he goes 
courting 
the Paki- 
stani vote 


Kinnock is already reported as having issued 
a statement to the effect that ‘‘we (the 
Labour Party) recognise the territorial 
integrity of India.” 

Were any of our British ancestors to enjoy 
the gift of reincarnation and to revisit the 
country of their former abode, one wonders 
whether their first impulse would be to laugh 
or cry at the state of things to which we 
have now been reduced. It is a national 
condition that somehow manages to combine 
the comically burlesque with the poignantly 
tragic. But unlike the clown in I Pagliacci 
our comedians in the House of Commons do 
not seem to be able to distinguish between 
one and the other. 

By any sane criteria, the political status of 
a remote country in the Himalayas should 
not matter twopence either to the rulers or to 
the people of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland. This rule 
would hold good if stability, prosperity and 
order reigned in these islands; it applies with 
added force when British Government is 
confronted with a series of national problems 
of a magnitude that should command the 
undivided attention of every aspirant to 
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ON WITH THE MOTLEY! 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


public office. Yet here we have a big row 
breaking out within the ranks of Her 
Majesty’s Opposition over just such an 
issue. It beggars belief — until one realises 
that the follies and betrayals of yesterday’s 
generation of British politicians have 
bequeathed to their successors a situation in 
which elections in this country can indeed be 
won or lost according to the whim of voters 
whose allegiances lie the other side of the 
world. Thus are the researchers and statis- 
ticians of the Labour Party now bound to 
occupy themselves with the question of 
which group of foreigners it is most 
important to ‘buy off’ — in order that the 
party might get its coveted majority in a 
British parliament. 


THE NAME OF THE GAME 


We should not, however, think that this 
tale of bribes and brush-offs constitutes a 
special case; it is merely one of the most 
undignified and most blatant of a series of 
contortions to which politicians are obliged 
to descend in the rat-race for popular 
favours that is euphemistically labelled 
‘democracy’. All the parties are at it, and if 
the Tories have not yet been caught out with 
their fingers in the jam in quite such 
hilarious circumstances that testifies only to 
the fact that the hucksters of Conservatism 
play the game with just marginally greater 
cunning and competence. The Hattersley 
gaffe would probably not have occurred in 
the Government’s ranks because Central 
Office controls the utterances of its policy- 
peddlers a little more tightly than does its 
rival. But John Major, no less, was found 
only recently to be engaged in much the 
same squalid manoeuvrings. First there was 
his decision to foist a black parliamentary 
candidate on the Tory constituency of Chelt- 
enham in a quite cynical move to ingratiate 
himself and his party with West Indian 
voters. Then shortly on top of that he wrote 
a fawning, cringing article in the paper 
Black Briton, proclaiming the massive debt 
that the nation owed to its Negro community 
— a piece of low-grade political gamesman- 
ship admirably described by John Morse in 
these pages last month under the title 
‘Competitive grovelling’. 


GEARING UP FOR THE 
ELECTION 


In Britain we are now within a few weeks 
of a general election. The Sunday Times of 
the 12th January devoted a double-page 
spread to the election campaign preceded by 
the headline: ‘Yes, it’s begun’ and followed 
by a sub-heading which stated: ‘and it’s 
going to be longer and dirtier than ever’. 
The latter statement will of course cause 
observers no surprise. When degeneration of 
a political system sets in, that degeneration 
tends, like that resulting from many human 
body diseases, to be progressive. Of course, 
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‘democracy’ begets a permanent condition 
under which political leaders’ chief 
obsession is with their own popularity with 
the voters; it cannot be otherwise. But when 
a general election draws near that obsession 
becomes so pronounced that it works to the 
exclusion of practically every other consider- 
ation. It is also a fact that the system, which 
by its nature attracts the meanest and 
smallest spirits among the populace, will at 
election time witness those functionaries 
descending to the very lowest depths in their 
efforts to outbid one another for the favours 
of the voting multitude. For those currently 
in possession of the commanding heights of 
the anthill — that is to say the crew at the 
moment holding ‘power’ — it is a time for 
what Sir Oswald Mosley once aptly des- 
cribed as ‘‘government by small tricks.’’ A 
policy package is put together which has 
little relevance, if any, to the real needs of 
the nation but is conceived solely for the 
purpose of wooing the largest possible 
number of constituents in the crucial areas 
where candidates may be voted in or out, 
known otherwise as the ‘marginal seats’. 
Where the governing party knows it cannot 
lose, or alternatively cannot win, its policy 
experts regard themselves as possessing 
licence to dismiss the electors with contempt 
— offering them no bribes and withholding 
from them no kicks in the teeth, if by this 
process money can be saved for use in other 
areas where candies require handing out in 
generous measure. This is one reason why 
the Government was not in the least bit 
concerned by the closure of the Ravenscraig 
steel plant in Lanarkshire. Tory candidates 
do not have the slightest chance of winning 
the local seat nor any neighbouring seats in 
which may reside some of the workers 
affected. In fact the party has as good as 
written off most of the seats in Scotland as 
a whole, so that communities of all kinds 
north of the border — manufacturing, 
mining, farming and fishing — stand to be 
treated as wholly expendable in the formu- 
lation of future policies. They are regarded 
as having little relevance to the question of 
whether the Conservatives win the coming 
election, and so they can safely be allowed 
to go to the dogs. 


THE TAX ARGUMENT 


Noticeable to many media commentators 
is the fact that the Tory election campaign 
seems to be based, not on any proud presen- 
tation of the Government’s achievements 
over the past 13 years, but almost wholly on 
attacks on their opponents. There would of 
course seem to be a kind of pathetic logic in 
this — even the most diehard of Conserv- 
ative propagandists probably realises that if 
his party were to go the electorate saying: 
**See how well we’ve done!’’ its credibility 
would be drowned in sardonic laughter. The 
clear message of current Tory election- 
eering, implicitly if not explicitly, is: ‘‘Bad 
though things now are, under Labour they 
would be even worse!”’ 


In what ways even worse? Well, Central 
Office publicity men have obviously been 
thinking about this one, and it seems that 
their favourite line of attack is going to be in 
the sector of income tax. Said one cabinet 
minister to the Sunday Times:- 

‘Tax is for us what the NHS is for 

Labour. They cannot lose when the debate 

is on the health service; it’s a simple 

political fact. But we cannot lose on this. 

Labour are on the defensive on this and 

they will stay that way till polling day.”’ 

Seizing eagerly on this imagined lifebelt, 
Chancellor Lamont has fired one of the first 
broadsides. Estimating that the current 
package of bribes being prepared for the 
electorate by Labour will cost the treasury as 
much as £35 billion, he claimed that this: 
would be bound to involve tax increases 
right across the board. And he rounded this 
off by asserting that: ‘‘ Anyone who pretends 
otherwise is living in cloud Kinnock land.”’ 

Cloud Kinnock land! What a clever boy is 
little Norman — one can just picture him 
sitting up consuming many gallons of mid- 
night oil searching for such an inspired 
phrase, and then shouting ‘Eureka!’ or some 
such exclamation when at last it came to 
him. Likewise can one imagine the gurgles 
of delight that emitted forth from the party 
faithful when the phrase came out. ‘‘Better 
that one, Neil!” they no doubt responded. 
By such childish verbal banter are the great 
questions of our age decided! 

But this is to digress. The Chancellor then 
went on to say that if Labour were to raise 
the money to pay for the many goodies it 
was promising the voters it would have to 
increase the basic tax burden by 10p, from 
25p to 35p. For an NHS staff nurse, he said, 
that would add £1,150 to her annual tax bill; 
a secondary school teacher would be £1,500 
worse off; a police inspector would pay 
£1,700 more; a GP would be hit for £3,600. 
Said the Sunday Times:- 


‘It was blood-curdling, and the Tory 
tabloids — the ‘kith and kin’ in the words 
of one cabinet minister — revelled in it. 
Yet nobody in government seriously 
expects a Labour chancellor as hard-nosed 
as Smith to embark on a £35 billion 
spending spree that will send basic taxes 
through the roof.’’ 


Indeed not. But what do facts matter when 
the big electoral propaganda game is 
warming up? As one Labour shadow cabinet 
minister was quoted as saying: ‘‘People will 
not believe we would put 10p on the basic 
rate — but they might think we would put 3p 
on.” In other words, throw enough mud and 
some of it will stick! A good stratagem in a 
business in which the cleverest bunch of 
crooks and liars will be the one to come out 
on top. 

While the Tories are attacking Labour on 
the tax front, there is every indication that 
they themselves are preparing to seduce the 
electorate close to polling time with a sig- 
nificant tax cut. A figure of 1 per-cent has 
been suggested in some newspaper reports. 
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We have been told that a budget is due in 
March. The framing of the budget will, 
needless to say, be in no way influenced by 
any considerations for the health of the 
national economy; it will be put together 
solely as an electoral bribe. Even the Tory 
press makes no effort to suggest that any 
other thoughts enter the Chancellor’s mind. 
Pre-election budgets conceived in this spirit 
are assumed to be a natural feature of the 
political scene — which of course they are. 


THE AGE OF THE MIDGETS 


Paul Johnson, writing recently in The 
Spectator, said of contemporary Britain and 
Europe:- 

“Has our continent, gluing itself together 

in a cardboard parody of a super-state, 

ever suffered such a dearth of real leaders? 

Now that Mrs. Thatcher, who, with all her 

faults, had will and guts, has left the stage, 

what a pitiful collection of bit-players 
remain to step into the roles of Palmerston, 

Cavour, Bismarck and Clemenceau...The 

notion of these dismal creatures putting 

together something called a ‘European 
foreign policy’, let alone direct its armed 
forces, is laughable; or rather pitiful. They 
have nothing in common except the 
narrowness of their conflicting outlooks. 
Oh yes, and their moral cowardice...” 


While differing with Mr. Johnson on the 
detail of the merits of Mrs. Thatcher — in 
my view just as much of a bit-player as any 
of the others — I have to agree with the 
broad drift of his argument. The transparent 
smallness of today’s political figures, both in 
this country and throughout the western 
world (not excluding America) seems to 
become more pronounced with every new 
accession to office. The lightweight nature 
of their intellects, characters and person- 
alities, evident from the briefest glimpse at 
their faces and emphasised yet further the 
moment they open their mouths, is reflected 
no less in the level of the arguments with 
which they bash each other and the hodge- 
podge of vote-catching slogans and pay-offs 


that they have the impertinence to present as 
‘policies’. But where we are likely to differ 
with commentators such as Mr. Paul 
Johnson is in the matter of how this has 
come about. Doubtless he and others who 
write in ‘respectable’ publications would 
dismiss the phenomenon as just an unfort- 
unate downward swing of the pendulum, no 
different to a disagreeable change in the 
weather and bound to alter by natural 
process before very long, we would maintain 
that the tendency is inevitable and, given the 
maintenance of present institutions, irrever- 
sible. Here we come back to the observation 
made earlier about progressive degeneration 
of the political system. Though many will 
yet be loath to admit it, this is what we are 
witnessing in the case of western ‘liberal 
democracy’ — an institution which, whatever 
the original soundness or otherwise of its 
ideals, is now so utterly corrupted that it 
cannot do other than elevate creatures of the 
calibre of Major and Kinnock, Bush and 
Mitterand, Mulroney and Hawke, to the 
highest offices, cannot do other than conduct 
politics by lies and bribes, cannot do other 
than speak to the people in the language of 
morons while all the time catering primarily 
to the latter’s selfishness and greed. 

Only under such a system, and within 
such a climate, could a harlequin like 
Hattersley engage in the kind of electoral 
horse-trading described at the opening of this 
article and retain one tiny particle of con- 
fidence among his party colleagues or his 
constituents. Yet Roy Boy achieves much 
more than that: he holds no less an office 
than that of Deputy Leader of HM party of 
opposition. In the event of Labour actually 
winning the next election (which it will very 
likely do), and Neil Kinnock subsequently 


becoming in some way incapacitated, this. 


political joker and lifelong bootlicker of 
ethnic minorities could actually end up in 10 
Downing Street. 
thought, but it is not so very far away from 
a possible reality. And even presuming that 


We may laugh at the 


the present Labour boss retains his good 
health, that leaves us with prospects for 
national leadership very little less dep- 
ressing. On the other hand, could such 
prospects really be any worse than those in 
store for us if the Tories retain power and 
Number Ten’s present resident stays where 
he is? 


WORLD SICKNESS 


These are the depressing options that 
confront the British people as they prepare 
for’ the general election of 1992. But they 
are options not far different to those facing 
the people of the United States, where the 
same kind of public circus is due to be on 
show. And elsewhere around the western 


world a very similar scenario presents itself. 


Small-time place-seekers and confidence- 
tricksters, few with the capacity to be 
anything more than town clerks, jockey for 
the chairs and titles of office in a system that 
is rotting at its very foundations. Their 
weapons? The same lies and frauds, the 
same bribery and corruption, the same 
appeals to the basest instincts among the 
multitude — and all with the ubiquitous 
supporting role of the silver screen in the 
drawing room corner, spewing falsehood and 
decadence through the long hours of day and 
night. 

This is the world that now crumbles ever 
more visibly with every day that marks a 
further step towards the end of the 20th 
century. As its institutions sink ever deeper 
into the excrement of their own creation, the 
more ludicrous and absurd are the postures 
adopted by its self-proclaimed leaders and 
spokesmen. Government of the people, by 
the people and for the people — so Lincoln 
proclaimed it. But what we see when its 
performers parade themselves and their acts 
under the glare of intelligent scrutiny are the 
death throes of a sick charade, destined to 


_ be buried with the century upon which it has 
stamped its mark as on no other. 


WAGNER: IN SEARCH OF A 
NEW MAN AND NEW SOCIETY 


A recent study of the great musical genius, says NIGEL 
JACKSON, is in tune with the reborn spirit of nationalism 
now emerging in Europe (Part 1 of a two-part article) 


The New Wagnerian (by Ian Dallas). 
Freiburg Books, Spain, 1990) 


IN 1957, when I was eighteen, my parents 
took me to my first opera, which provid- 
entially happened to be Richard Wagner’s 
Lohengrin. 1 knew the story from a 
children’s version which I had read in 
Britain at the age of ten or so (another 


tale in the same series was that of Robin 


Hood; and I became devoted to both 


heroes). However, partly misled by the 


comedienne, Anna Russell, I had pessim- 
istic images of gigantesque viragos in 
horned helmets and a great fear of a 
ponderously boring experience, as I took 
my seat in Her Majesty’s Theatre, 
Melbourne. 


Then, after the lights dimmed, the first 
notes of that magically lyrical prelude were 
heard, and at once I became a lifelong 
devotee of Wagner. The meaning of the 
prelude was abundantly and inspiringly 
clear: the descent of the Holy Grail into the 
world, its grandeur and the joyful fruit- 
fulness it brings, and then its withdrawal 
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WAGNER: IN SEARCH OF A 


NEW MAN AND NEW SOCIETY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


again into that ‘other’ realm that is so much 
more important than ordinary earthly 
existence. I knew then that Wagner was an 
immense voice speaking of the beauty and 
glory of sacred reality, of the dignity of 
chivalrous service based on that vision. 

Ian Dallas, a Scot whose previous book, 
The Ten Symphonies of Gorka Konig 
(Keegan Paul International, 1989), is a novel 
based on a fictitious German composer born 
in 1920, tells us that in 1876 Evard Grieg, 
the Norwegian composer, wrote of Der Ring 
des Nibelungen (Wagner’s main work) in 
these admiring words: ‘“This strange work, 
summing up the whole of our present 
culture, has an added strangeness in being so 
far in advance of our time.’’ The New 
Wagnerian is written to show that now, a 
century later, the Ring and the whole oeuvre 
of Wagner is beginning to emerge as 
urgently relevant. It is ‘‘of our time.’’ (131) 


CALL FOR DISMANTLING 


Dallas announces the main theme of his 
study at the beginning:- 


‘‘Wagner had come to formulate a dual 
problem facing mankind ...He saw us faced 
with a dual task. It was necessary to 
dismantle the societal system or super- 
structure which had imposed itself on — 
previous ‘natural’ systems, and also to dis- 
mantle the self-system, or infrastructure, of 
the individual identity, since it is that which 
licenses the world system to continue; and 
this is due to that self’s robotic condition 
from which it must be freed before it can 
make the act of liberation which will in 
turn destroy the state system. The irrational 
function within the societal system which 
was the instrument which upheld tyrannical 
statism was usury. Destroy usury and you 
destroy the unjust structuralist state. But 
this cannot happen unless you de-motivate 
man from robotic continuity. This can only 
be done by creating a free man.” (15) 


Dallas stresses the importance of 
Wagner’s friendship with the anarchist 
revolutionary Bakunin. Both of the two men 
longed for the destruction of the corrupt 
structures of late Christian imperialism, 
‘Wagner in his turn with a longer view than 
Bakunin, dreading that Christian tyranny 
might be followed by its partner, Jewish 
tyranny.’’ (18) Dallas sharply revises our 
historical perspective of the last two 
centuries. He asserts that, while the great 
writers and artists of the nineteenth century 
passionatly desired a revolution in the sense 
of transformative change, this vision was 
stolen by marxist and democratic dialectic in 
order to allow for the current power struc- 
tures to change hands under the guise of 
revolution. ‘‘The famous battle between 
Marx and Bakunin resulted in the marxists 
putting out a version of what Bakunin 
believed which guaranteed that he would 
have few followers; this rewriting of history 
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was to become a normal technique in the 
statism that emerged from the marxist 
methodology.’’ (130) 

The genuine revolutionaries, most notably 
Beethoven, had their hopes raised much 
earlier by the Napoleonic counter-revolution; 
‘‘but Napoleon too succumbed to the 
monarchic illusion and familial tyranny, 
giving up his struggle against the monetarist 
forces he had tried to overthrow. As the 
monarchies collapsed, the banks, phoenix- 
like, arose from the ashes of the old order.” 
(130) A political catastrophe occurred which 
today’s covert Establishment does not like 
openly discussed, so that a writer of excep- 
tional penetration (as Dallas is) can be 
ignored by the mass media and, as a result, 
almost unknown by the people as a whole. 
As he said:- 


‘‘The aristocracy and the great families, as 
well as Christianity in Europe and Islam in 
Turkey, were all broken in fragments. The 
empires fell: the French, the Russian, the 
German and the Turkish, and in their place 
came monetary power structures...The 
power of interest-capital to enslave 
mankind in a global system of debt from 
which it cannot escape, a debt owed to an 
oligarchic minority unbounded by the state 
and elected by no known franchise is now 
the fundamental fact of modern life.’’ (134) 


MODERN MAN 


In a seventy-page analysis of the Ring, 
Dallas shows the extraordinary aptness of its 
story to modern life:- 


‘Modern man is the accomplice of the 
intellect (Loge), both in his social project 
(Valhalla) and its gigantism (Fafnir and 
Fasolt), as well as the accomplice of the 
usurers (Alberich), for without them 
payment cannot be deferred. Ruling by law 
and authority, law itself becomes a tyranny 
and authority a deception. Modern man 
(Wotan) ends up the helpless slave of his 
own social process in its totality.” (116) 


We thus live today in ‘‘the dangerous 
modern world which has left behind the old 
laws of honour and morality. Only lip- 
service is paid to them; in fact it is an 
existence of obsessive power politics.” (134) 

Dallas argues that Wagner’s genius lay in 
connecting the decay of art and drama with 
the rise of the structuralist state. Primal 
drama projected an image of free man and 
preserved the peopie, whereas Romance (as 
typified by musical comedy) projected the 
passive functionary of the state, spiritually 
dead and obedient, thus:- 


‘*The metaphysical encasement which man 
experienced as a being in the world — 
coming out of nothing and returning into 
the void, yet in his brief spell finding 
himself the lord of life — gave man his 
glory and led him to extract from his 
suffering the nectar of human love. The 
negation of the basic biological condition of 
man through thought-processes, and 
through the pursuit of material goals 
resulted in the replacement of life con- 
frontation with the futile pursuit of politics, 
particularly utopian politics, which delay 
any result of his struggle. Thus political 


man, through being political, was doomed 
to a life of meaninglessness and sterility. 
This meant that the state, the structuralist 
edifice, supposedly constructed for the pro- 
tection and preservation of man, resulted in 
his total spiritual annihilation, indeed in the 
end of man as such.” (64) 


THE LIVING DEAD 


Jesus understood the horror of the ‘living 
dead’ when he spoke the grim words: ‘‘Let 
the dead bury their dead.” Another great 


WAGNER 
His genius lay in connecting the decay of 
art and drama with the rise of the struct- 
uralist state 


figure who, like Wagner and Dallas, grasped 
the danger of what may be called the Death 
of Mankind was the Russian mathematician 
and mystic P.D. Ouspensky. In the opening 
chapter of his book The New Model of the 
Universe, Ouspensky analyses the possible 
deaths of previous species:- 


‘*The mistake of these non-human beings, 
that is, the cause of their downfall, must 
inevitably have been of the same nature as 
the mistake made by Adam. They must 
have become convinced that they knew 
what was good and what was evil, and 
must have believed that they themselves 
could act according to their understanding. 
They renounced the idea of higher 
knowledge...It may be imagined that at 
different times both bees and ants had 
reached a very high although a very one- 
sided culture, based entirely on intellectual 
considerations of profit and utility, without 
any scope for imagination, without any eso- 
tericism or mysticism. They organised the 
whole of their life on the principles of a 
kind of ‘marxism’ which seemed to them 
very exact and scientific. They realised the 
socialistic order of things, entirely 
subjugating the individual to the interests of 
the community according to their under- 
standing of those interests. And thus they 
destroyed every possibility for an individual 
to develop and separate himself from the 
general masses. And yet it was precisely 
this development of individuals and their 
separation from the general masses which 
constituted the aim of Nature and on which 
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the possibility of evolution was based.”’ 


It is possible that the research of Rupert 
Sheldrake may have superannuated Ouspen- 
sky’s speculation about the natural history of 
these insect communities; but his image of a 
species ‘‘losing its soul’ is of great 
relevance to the plight of modern man. 


THE NEW MAN 


As in The Ten Symphonies of Gorka 
Konig, Dallas writes much about the nature 
of the new man, the free man, who is 
needed to make possible the necessary social 
reform. He relies heavily in The New 
Wagnerian on the creative friendship of 
Wagner and Nietzsche; but his writing about 
the ‘Overman’ is at times opaque, even 
unconvincing. It is the weakest part of the 
study, paying insufficient attention to the 
long tradition of testimonies to the need for 
higher consciousness than that of ordinary 
man, which began (for us) with ancient 
Hindu and Chinese sacred texts and cul- 
minate (for us) in the works of the 
Gurdjieff-Ouspensky school, the writings of 
the ‘perennial philosophy’ school (from René 
Guenon to Frithjof Schuon), the oeuvre of 
Idries Shah, and many others. 

Dallas states that Wagner’s response to 
the critical condition of modern man (which 
he experienced in a Germany that witnessed 
the collapse of the Christian principalities, a 
massive influx of Jewish refugees from 
Poland and Russia and the rise of the 
Bismarckian Second Reich) was to explore 
the most ancient human myths which show 
to each people its roots. ‘“The state, he 
says:- 

“is in fact itself capricious, goalless, and 

can only offer the people carnival and 

superficial play. The key to free individuals 

is the opposite, that inwardly they possess 

an inner drive of necessity...which implies 

existential knowledge of oncoming death 

and its acceptance...It becomes the duty of 
the poet to imagine the free 
man...Wagner’s solution...is to present 
again to man his true identity in a mythic 
construction which will speak to us 
directly, imbuing the intellectual response 
with deep and direct feeling, restoring the 

‘purely human’ dimension of man which 

has been anaesthetised by dad syntax.’’ (64- 

65) 


Thus Dallas is able to state succinctly the 
raison d’etre of Wagner’s revolutionary 
music drama:- 


‘‘The function of this new fusion of music 
and poetry embedded in the dramatic con- 
frontation between the myth and the Volk 
was...to plunge you into the profound 
streaming of your own consciousness which 
would in turn touch its source in the mythic 
explanation of the basic forces at play in 
the world...The effect of this bathing in the 
deepest energy sources of existence would 
restore the public to life refreshed and 
invigorated; the final result would be one 
of revitalisation and conviction in man’s 
capacity for transformation...the immediate 
result of this great synthesis would be to 
point to the liberation that had to come 
from the new and authentic psyche.” (69) 


REAL MEANING OF FREEDOM 


Wagner, then, saw the need for a new 
man who could act freely and spontaneously 
out of his own courage and initiative. He 
desired ‘‘the radical emancipation of the 
individual from the pressure of inhibiting 
ideas associated with faith in authority,’’ and 
linked freedom with integrity: ‘‘He who is 
true to himself, who acts in accord with his 
own being and in perfect harmony with his 
own nature, is free.” (114) He must be 
authentic and ‘‘embody within himself that 
capacity to live in the present and be suscep- 
tible to the moment and its reality.’’ (116) He 
must choose to be lawful and ‘‘self-govern- 
ing.” (117) Siegfried, despite his eventual 
failure, is a prototype of the new man.He 
‘*is not inhibited from action by moral intro- 
spection. He is not a thinker, not in quest of 
knowledge, not a moralist. He is spontan- 
eous, virile, enthusiastic, passionate, trusting 
...He is half the Overman, awaiting fulfil- 
ment in union with Brunnhilde.’’ (119) 

That last sentence takes us to a key aspect 
of Wagner’s conception of the new man: he 
cannot function adequately unless in union 
with the new woman. Wagner’s ‘central 
understanding’ was ‘‘that what man and 
woman were would constitute the basis for 
society, not structuralist authority.’’ (26) He 
saw ‘‘the couple as the human entity.’’ (49) 
Wagner, Dallas continued:- 


‘*.,.had recognised that the opposite of the 
woman-as-victim as understood both by 
bourgeois existence and also by its false 
doctrine of escape, Romanticism, was not 
the deceptively simple act of turning the 
woman into a man and giving her a man’s 
project...He had seen...that woman had a 
particular spiritual significance that had to 
interact with that of men.” (32) 


Wagner’s experience of many women in 
both erotic and platonic relationships had 
enabled him to construct ‘‘a radical and 
liberating doctrine of women and their role 
in the new society.’’ (60) During his analysis 
of Die Walkiire Dallas explains how, in 
Wagner’s drafting of the Overman, ‘‘there 
remained one necessary step, and that was 
the woman’s entry into the world of power, 
not as a pseudo-man but as a woman with 
her own unique spiritual identity intact, 
active and no longer passive, and that meant 
transformative and not merely receptive...a 
quite new kind of woman who was herself, 
liberated, independent, and who held in her 
hands nothing less than the means of 
returning the world to its basic harmony.”’ 
(101) Dallas sees Brunnhilde as the new 
woman and as, unlike Siegfried, a success 
who brings the disastrous political cycle 
(based on theft of the Ring) to an end, thus 
enabling a new cycle to begin. 

How did Brunnhilde achieve this? Dallas 
first stresses the importance of sex:- 


‘In the third act of Siegfried...we see the 
heroes, Siegfried and Brunnhilde, emerge 
from primal innocence into their encounter 
with the erotic drive...This subject, the 
human being’s personality being pivoted on 
the erotic dynamism, was central not only 


to the Ring but the whole Wagnerian 
oevre.” (112) 


Erotic fulfilment, as opposed to 
suppression, is the first essential. The 
second deals with compassion and mercy 
that arise from empathy and insight:- 

*‘Siegmund...learns that in winning an 

honoured place among the dead heroes he 

must also be parted from his beloved. 

Calmly he informs Brunnhilde that he does 

not wish Valhalla at such a price...She has 

never before faced a man whose love is 
more valuable to him than his life... Brunn- 
hilde’s spirit reaches out and identifies with 
his suffering, just as Parsifal does with the 
wounded Amfortas. She steps ov-r the line 
of self-interest and duty into the realm of 
love.” (107-108) 


NECESSITY FOR SUBLIMATION 


Since Dallas, following Wagner and other 
more profound sources, treats the erotic 
drive as a fundamental of human experience, 
his reading of Tristan and Isolde is of 
special interest. The corruption of modern 
society, explored in the Ring, is largely the 
result of the suppression or perversion of the 
natural impulse to sexual love. The free 
expression of that love by a well-suited 
couple is itself a great good. However, for 
a fully satisfactory human life, individually 
and socially, the sublimation of the erotic 
drive is also important. 

Dallas clears away several misreadings of 
Tristan quickly. ‘‘It is not a negation of 
absolute passion, nor a medical prescription 
against it. Catharsis is not the therapy of 
Tristan.” (40) Nor is it ‘‘a lavish indulgence 
in absolute self-destruction through obsess- 
ional lust.’’ (75) ‘‘It is not a tragedy... At the 
end of Tristan it is not an orgasm we exper- 
lence or desire.’’ (161-162) 

Essentially, the music drama is a work of 
exaltation. ‘‘the end is the triumph of the so- 
called lovers,’’ so that we experience trans- 
figuration: - 

‘‘The whole procedure of the drama is the 

unfolding of the human spirit’s exploration 

and eventual obliteration of the self. The 
genius of Wagner lay in his refusal, or 
incapacity, to hide the sexual identity of the 
spiritual faculty. As the Sufis say, ‘You 
cannot love if you have not been in love.’ 

... The obliteration of the selfhood of both 

Tristan and Isolde is encompassed by the 

listener. It is metaphor for us of that 

genuine and authentic spiritual experience 
which is not transcendence but annihil- 
ation.” 


And Dallas proceeds to quote a beautiful 
extract from the Diwan of the great Shaykh 
al-Alawi of Algeria (who died in 1934 and 
about whom Martin Lings wrote his 
wonderful biographical study, A Sufi Saint of 
the Twentieth Century), from which I extract 
these few lines, so reminiscent to a modern 
Briton of the exquisite lover poetry of 
Robert Graves:- 

She slew me. She tore me to shreds. She 

dyed me with her blood. 

After my death, she brought me to life. My 


Contd. overleaf 


Page nine 


WAGNER: IN SEARCH OF A 


NEW MAN AND NEW SOCIETY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


star shone in her sky. 
Where is my spirit? Where is my body? 
Where is self and its passion? 
The social importance of Tristan is also 
emphasised by Dallas:- 
‘‘Wagner...(had) recovered the purely 
sensual, indeed as he in this admits, the 
highly sexual, as a realm for the encounter 
of pure Being, snatching bliss back from a 
heavenly world postponed into the physical © 
present, and releasing the Dionysiac power 
of orgasm — yet in musical terms — so that 
the Apollonian discipline of art defends us 
from madness and annihilation.” (41-42) 


There is an implied critique here of the 
unfortunate dichotomy set up by the Church 
between spirituality and sexuality. Wagner 
placed a very high valuation on love 
between the sexes: ‘‘Only as a man and 
woman can we human beings really love... 
only in the union of man and woman does 
the true human being exist, and only through 
love therefore do man and woman become 
human.” (115) 


POTENTIAL TRAGEDY 


The lovers faced a potentially tragic 
situation: ‘‘the intolerable otherness which 
prevents the bliss being the bliss of life.” 
However, they overcame this division. :- 


‘*Tristan presents man’s encounter with the 
erotic drive in all its disruptive power...the 
titanic encounter of two people of vast 
psychic power hurtling themselves against 
the limits of their own selfhood and 
savagely tearing down its final barrier in 
order that the one should melt into the 
other, vividly aware that, if each does it, 
the result will be mutual annihilation... Yet 
it is clear from the astonishing images and 
metaphors of the text that they do not in 
any real way want each other.’’ (161) 


However, the nature of their victory is 
clear: ‘‘The great love duet...ends with the 
ultimate commitment to the ‘love’ at the 
price of their selfhood with the two lovers in 
a complete delirium of sexual passion.” (37) 
“It is in the uttermost reaches of the 
sensuous, sexual and personal obliteration in 
the orgasmic abandoning of the self in the 
other, that Wagner...finds himself able to 
offer us a metaphysical statement.’’ (39) As 
we behold Isolde in her final transfiguration, 


we experience ‘‘some tremendous illumin- 
ation, one that miraculously does not destroy 
us.” (41) ‘‘It means that, in the encounter of 
the moment, before one, like an abyss, is to 
be found the Eternal.” The great music 
drama thus enacts Nietzsche’s often mis- 
understood doctrine of eternal recurrence 
and much of the state of being of the new 
man and new woman. 


At the same time, a certain limitation in. 


the experience of the lovers is indicated in 
remarks by Dallas about the famous love 
potion or drug taken by them. It ‘‘is nothing 
other than the metaphor of our chosen 
forgetfulness in the face of our desires. 
Tristan and Isolde desire death since their 
love is impossible, and the love potion 
simply allows them to express the passion 
they have before dying.’’ (134) A particular 
social context and their own sexual natures 
(sex means division!) stood in the way of 
their aspirations. There are other ways in 
which the new man and woman can live 
their lives. Die Meistersinger von Nürnberg 
examines the challenge of civic duty, while 
Parsifal presents a purification and restor- 
ation of religion. 


To be continued next month 


WHILE WE 


SLEEP... 


NOEL A. HUNT warns of the plans being hatched to 
ensnare Britain in European Union and examines some of 
the fallacies put out by the Euro-believers 


Rulers, statesmen, nations are wont to be 
enthusiastically commended to the teaching 
which experience offers in history. But what 
experience and history teach is this: that 
peoples and governments never have learned 
anything from them, or acted on principles 
derived from them. 

Georg Wilhelm Hegel 
PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY 


HEGEL’S GLOOMY CONCLUSION, 
that rulers learn nothing from history, is 
amply proved by the current furore over 
whether or not Britain should join the 
European Monetary System and whether 
she should become part of a political 
union of European states. 

We are daily startled by fresh non-events 
which, according to the pundits, ‘‘trigger 
fears’’ of this or that either ‘‘in the run-up 
to” or ‘‘in the aftermath of’ something else. 
Never are we told the truth, or referred to 
the lessons of history and experience. Yet 
both have much to teach us, if we will only 
heed them. 

The truth is that the International Money 
Power has decided that there shall be a 
world government. We are now living 
through the moves necessary to translate this 
decision into fact. Hence the Prime Minister 
will eventually sign whatever is put before 
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him to this purpose because he cannot do 
otherwise. If he refuses, he will be toppled, 
and he knows it — and this will happen to 
any other head of government who presumes 
to oppose the will of Inter-national Finance. 

Mrs. Thatcher was clear and adamant in 
her opposition to closer European union. 


SIGNING 
AWAY A 
NATION’S — 
BIRTHRIGHT f : 

1973: Edward 2 

Heath puts his 
name to the 
treaty which 
imprisoned 
Britain in the 
European 
Community 


TRE AR A NE ST e ~ 


Within a short time of expressing that 
opposition she was gone. That the lesson of 
this was not lost is clear when we recall Mr. 
Major’s announcement on taking office that 
Britain ‘‘wishes to be at the very heart of 

Europe.”’ 
Spengler long ago noted the overwhelm- 
Contd. on next page 
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ing power of International Finance when he 
wrote in The Decline of the West that ‘‘there 
is nO movement...which does not act in the 
interest of money, in the direction indicated 
by money, and for the period permitted by 
money.” 


BRITAIN SUBJECTED 


By her adherence to the Treaty of Rome 
and the Single European Act, Britain 
subjected herself to European Community 
law. This law overrides the legislative 
powers of parliament, as daily becomes 
more evident. Mr. Facing-Bothways MP and 
the pundits all assure us that in Britain 
parliament remains the supreme law-making 
body, and that by adhering to these treaties 
we gave away little and gained much. Both 
statements are untrue. 

We are invited to believe that by joining 
the European Monetary System and a union 
of European states we shall, in some myster- 
ious way, exercise enormous influence in 
Europe. How this state of affairs is to be 
achieved is never explained. 

What this Euro-babble seems to mean that 
once our vote counts for no more than those 
of Greece or Portugal, and when it is certain 
that we shall be outvoted in every political 
debate where our true interests are at stake, 
our power to influence the course of 
European events will be enormous. We 
smile at the folly of the Queen in Alice in 
Wonderland who could ‘‘believe six imposs- 
ible things before breakfast.” Yet we listen 
without roaring with laughter to codswallop 
like this. What is worse, we believe it. 

History has always told us that Britain’s 
interests are best served when she is outside 
Europe, committed to none within it and 
able to throw her weight on whichever side 
best suits her; able too to change her 
political stance when a situation changes. By 
joining Europe we throw away these 
enormous real advantages to gain benefits 
that are purely notional. 

International money is determined to bring 
into being a world government which it will 
dominate from behind the scenes. Would it 
be to Britain’s advantage to be part of this? 
If it would, politicians should admit what is 
intended and convince us that it is in our 
national interest. Until the matter has been 
openly and fully debated, it is surely folly to 
advance further into the Euro-morass. What 
we should be doing now is extricating our- 
selves from Europe. 

The Money Power would not like this at 
all — which is probably the best possible 
argument for leaving Europe. 


PLEASING EVERYBODY 


We are expected to believe that the wit of 
man is capable of devising procedures and 
laws which every member of the Commun- 
ity, plus those to join later, will see as 
desirable, reasonable and fair. This is sheer 
moonshine. And in our hearts we know it is. 

For instance, we are asked to believe that 
a political and legal scenario can be designed 
in which the Greek and the German, the 


Scandinavian and the Sicilian (never mind 
the others for the moment), will all feel 
equally happy, equally at ease and equally 
sure that they are not dominated by other 
peoples. This is complete nonsense. 

Greece, for instance, can only be truly 
happy and at ease in a kleptocracy; nor is 
she alone in this. Such a state would not suit 
a Prussian or an Englishman. Scandinavians 
tend to think that laws are to be obeyed and 
that bribery and corruption are to be 
deplored, as most Britons still do. Greeks, 
Portugese and Italians would hate such a 
world. None of these ways of looking at 
things is necessarily ‘better’ or ‘worse’ than 
another. But they are certainly different; 
they are equally certainly irreconcilable. Yet 
our politicians (we have no statesmen) and 
pundits are hell-bent on making Britain part 
of this political, legal and financial pande- 
monium. 

Members of the European Community (a 
misleading term if ever there was one) are 
those states which were once known as 
Christendom. Turkey has now applied to 
join this group. Turkey is not, and never 
was, either Christian or European. She is an 
Asiatic state with an Asiatic population 
which adheres to Islam. In due course it is 
anticipated that the former Russian satellites 
will join ‘Europe’ and happily blend in. The 
mind boggles. 

To reassure the more nervous of the sheep 
now being herded into the Euro-pen we are 
told that money matters will be managed by 
an independent European Central Bank. Of 
what or from whom would this Bank be 
independent? Surely not from those who 
provide its funds? Bankers are not altruists; 
they are usurers. They most certainly would 
not put funds into a Central Bank unless they 
controlled it. It seems clear that the bank 
would be independent of the European 
Community’s central government but 
entirely dependent on orders given by Inter- 
national Finance, from whom will come the 
money. It is certain that the Central Bank 
would conduct its affairs with its own 
interests in mind and no-one else’s — those 
interests being the maximisation of profit. 
As for the interests of Britain, these would 
go by the board. 


SLAVES TO FANTASY 


Telling each other fairy stories about 
being able to eat our national cake while still 
having it, being free while clanking our 
chains, the Global Village and other similar 
figments of the liberal imagination may be 
merely an endearing eccentricity. But it is a 
habit which can become fatal when we start 
acting as if these fantasies were the truth, 
and legislating as if they had actual 
existence. There is no surer guarantee of our 
disappearance from the world stage — which 
is what is intended of course. 

In support of this view, consider the 


evidence of Professor Carroll Quigley in his 


book Tragedy and Hope: ‘‘There does exist, 
and has existed for a generation, an inter- 
national network...devoted to the secret use 


of financial influence over political life.’’ 
This statement, made in 1965, has yet to be 
convincingly contradicted. But it is very 
difficult to find a copy of Tragedy and Hope 
today. The book-burners have done their job 
well. 

If further evidence is needed, hear Jacob 
Warburg of the banking dynasty, and thus a 
born insider, in evidence to a sub-committee 
of the US Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations in 1950: ‘‘...We shall have a 
world government whether we like it or not. 
The only question is whether it will be 
achieved by conquest or consent.”’ 


WHOSE STANDARDS 
WILL PREVAIL? 


Whose standards will prevail in our Euro- 
paradise? We all assume that our British 
ideal of a polite, well-disciplined police 
force, subject to local control, will be the 
Euro-norm. We assume too that our British 
standards of law and justice will prevail. But 
why? Not every country in Europe shares 
our view of what constitutes a good police 
force. Nor does every European country 
believe that an accused man is innocent until 
proved guilty. Why should our views about 
these things necessarily prevail? . 

What of Trial by Jury? The few who have 
given the matter any thought at all assume 
that it will continue unchanged. But why 
should it? Trial by Jury is an Anglo-Saxon 
institution, not by any means either universal 
or universally admired. In fact one of our 
best legal brains has stated that multi-racial 
juries do not work. The fact that he was 
forced to retract by an abject egalitarian 
establishment does not alter the truth of what 
he said. 

The British will be a racial minority in the 
brave new world now being brought into 
being. It is certain that their most cherished 
beliefs and institutions will be discarded by 
the majority, who find them unacceptable. If 
we are prepared to put up with his, all that 
we have to do is nothing. 


WHAT IS IN STORE FOR US 


We know that enormous forces are at 
work bringing into being a world state. We 
even know in some detail what it will be 
like. For instance, in an unusually frank 
article in Look magazine in 1966, David Ben 
Gurion, then Prime Minister of Israel, 
wrote: - 


‘“Western and Eastern Europe will become 
a federation of autonomous states having a 
socialised and democratic regime...as a 
Federated Eurasian State. All other 
continents will become united in a World 
Alliance, at whose disposal will be an 
international police force...Jerusalem will 
be the seat of the Supreme Court of 
Mankind...” 


It is foolish to suppose that Ben Gurion 
spoke either from ignorance or wishful 
thinking. He spoke from exact and detailed 
knowledge of what is planned for us. 

Can we escape this fate? We shall see. 
The end is not yet. 
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WANTED: AN ARCHITECTURAL 


RENAISSANCE 


A healthy environment, says LAURENCE JOHNSON, must 
include a country purged of ugliness in building design 


IN A RECENT ARTICLE, ‘This crushed 
and defeated people’ (Spearhead No. 273, 
November 1991) John Tyndall quoted 
Theodore Dalrymple’s reflections on the 
ugliness and spiritual impoverishment of 
British people’s lives. I would contend 
that much of this ugliness is due to the 
post-war adoption in this country of the 
‘international style’ of modernist archit- 
ecture which has disfigured so many of 
our cities and towns. 

The cancer of liberal intellectualism has 
been the ugly leitmotif of this century; it has 
infected the intellectual soul of Europe to the 
extent that every avenue of scientific and 
artistic thought has become polluted. 

Nowhere has this been more apparent than 
in the field of architecture. The attack on 
Europe’s architectural heritage has been 
twofold. Firstly, there was the mass 
bombing during the Second World War, 
which culminated in the obscene destruction 
of defenceless historic cities like Dresden. 
Secondly, there has been the post-war 
destruction wrought by town planners and 
architects in the name of ‘modernism’. In 
contrast to what happened in Germany, 
relatively few British cities (with notable 
exceptions such as Coventry) sustained 
massive damage in the war. What the 
Luftwaffe failed to achieve, however, our 
own architects and planners were only too 
happy to bring about. Once great cities and 
towns in this country became victims of 
‘comprehensive redevelopment’. This meant 
in practice that traditional houses, shops and 
other buildings were demolished on a 
massive scale to make way for concrete and 
glass boxes of unimaginable ugliness. New 
roads and motorways ploughed through 
towns and villages demolishing everything 
that stood in their path. Ugly new housing 
estates sprang up on the edge of cities and in 
the countryside. 


LIBERAL INFLUENCE 


It is curious, to say the least, that the 
three most prominent ‘modernists’ in the 
architectural world, Mies van der Rohe, 
Walther Gropius and Le Corbusier, have all 
been men who, broadly speaking, shared the 
leftish-liberal, internationalist outlook that 
has dominated intellectual life during the 
20th century. Their destructive reign began 
in 1945. It is only now, when the, whole 
basis of this outlook is being challenged 
worldwide, that ‘modernism’ in architecture 
is being repudiated on a large scale. Even 
some former pillars of the architectural 
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‘MODERNISM’ 
AT ITS 
WORST 

The recently 
constructed 
Lloyds building 
in London 


establishment are beginning to see the error 
of their own ways. , 

It is also interesting that, as part of this, 
the two political régimes most hated by 
liberal intellectuals, National Socialist 
Germany and Fascist Italy, are now winning 
grudging praise for their stands against 
architectural ‘modernism’. In the Atlas of the 
World’s Great Buildings (Salamander Books, 
1980) architectural historians Philip Bagenal 
and Jonathan Meades concede:- 


‘‘The truth is that much of the architecture 
of the Third Reich is good...Millions of 
ordinary Germans were housed in estates 
which were determinedly nationalistic in 
their reliance on traditional ‘vernacular’ 
forms — steeply pitched roofs, dormers, 
small windows, etc. Retrospectively, one 
cannot but link these houses with that side 
of the Reich which promoted hiking, health 
and heartiness...” 


Not only ordinary houses, but also the 
‘‘austere and grandiose monuments’’ cons- 
tructed by the Reich (autobahns, congress 
halls, stadia, etc.) receive praise from 
Bagenal and Meades:- 


‘* It cannot be denied that fitness of 
purpose was well understood. A Roman 
magnificence was sought and achieved 
under a number of architects, including 
Albert Speer...” 


To this I would add the footnote that most 
of the architecture of the Third Reich has 
indeed endured. Attempts by the Allies at 
the end of the war to blow up several 
buildings largely failed by virtue of the 


strength of their construction. Thus the 
House of German Art in Munich, the great 
stadium near Nuremberg, the huge flak 
columns in Vienna and of course the magnif- 
icent autobahns are still in use to this day. 


GRANDEUR AND MAGNIFICENCE 


The foregoing examples demonstrate 
perfectly the way in which architecture can 
express the political system and ruling ‘idea’ 
that it serves. The architecture of nation- 
alism is grandiose and magnificent — 
embodying the will of a reawakened people. 
Its classical style expresses a beauty and 
harmony which can be traced back thousands 
of years to Greek and Roman times. Yet in 
the villages and smaller towns of the 
countryside the more folkish elements of 
vernacular styles are retained to give a sense 
of human scale and continuity. Here the 
medieval Gothic style of Nordic Europe is 
more appropriate. Britain contains a wealth 
of Gothic buildings, ranging from the great 
castles and cathedrals to the smallest parish 
church or half-timbered house. 

Contrast this with the ‘architecture’ of 
20th century liberal intellectualism: concrete 
tower blocks, hyper-markets, ribbon devel- 
opments, ugly council estates, multi-story 
car parks — all unceremoniously dumped in 
the midst of our historic cities and towns. 
These are the buildings of a culturally and 
spiritually bankrupt system, where the greed 
of private property speculators and town 
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DWELLINGS WITH A HUMAN DIMENSION 
This housing area was built in the German city of Stettin during the Hitler period. A 
school can be seen in the background (centre left).. 


planners has replaced pride in city, region 
and country. Our formerly beautiful cities, 
towns and villages have had so many ugly 
estates tacked onto them that one place 
seems to merge into another in a vast urban 
sprawl. 

The scale of destruction in our urban 
areas and countryside has been huge. How 
should a future nationalist government seek 
to reverse this damage? 


RENEWAL PROGRAMME NEEDED 


I believe that Britain’s man-made environ- 
ment needs a comprehensive programme of 
restoration and renewal. many Continental 
cities that were destroyed during World War 
II made the brave decision, after the war, to 
restore their historic centres exactly to their 
pre-war state. Thus, a visitor to Danzig, 
Nuremberg or Munich would hardly be able 
to tell that the war had taken place at all. 
Using pre-war photographs, paintings and 
architectural plans, town planners and archit- 
ects have been able to restore the historic 
areas to pristine condition, in many cases 
reconstructing exact copies of historic 
buildings from scratch. There is therefore a 
precedent for restoring our own historic 
cities to their pre-war state — first demolish- 
ing many of the post-1945 buildings and 
then reconstructing copies of historic 
buildings which we have lost under the 
bulldozers of property speculators and 
‘modernist’ city planners. 

Prince Charles and his favoured new 
breed of architects, such as Quinlan Terry, 
have led the beginnings of a classical revival 
in architecture, with some excellent develop- 


PONDERABLE QUOTE 


The similarity of reaction to critics of 
modern architecture as related to other 
forms of dissent against today’s orthodoxies 
leads inevitably to the question: are there a 
power and a purpose behind the modernist 
architectural movement which go beyond the 
mere expression of artistic and aesthetic 
preference? (Spearhead, January 1990) 


ments in London and elsewhere. But this is 
only half the battle. Classical architecture 
may be appropriate for our larger cities, but 
Prince Charles’ idea of building Tuscan-style 
villages in the middle of the English 
countryside is absurd. We already have a 
wealth of native vernacular styles and 
materials used in these places, ranging from 
the stone of the Cotswolds to the half- 
timbering of East Anglia. 

We must also begin to remove the urban 
sprawl which has engulfed so much of the 
countryside. The vulgar, ugly, mass- 
produced houses of suburbia need to be 
demolished and replaced by closer-knit 
vernacular housing, utilising space in the 
currently derelict inner-city areas. Our 
policy of repatriating Britain’s many millions 
of immigrants will be of great help here, 
creating much badly needed space for the 
housing of our own people. 


THE IDEAL 


I recently visited the city of Florence in 
Italy, which is an ideal example of what we 
could achieve. It is a large city of almost 
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half a million inhabitants. Yet one can stand 
at the top of its cathedral bell tower and see 
the whole of the city in a neat and clearly 
defined shape below. There are no sprawling 
‘suburbs’ in the British sense, no out-of- 
town hyper-markets or American-style 
shopping malls. Unlike in many British cities 
of a comparable size, ordinary people still 
live as well as work in the very centre of the 
city. That centre is not a ghetto for the 
criminal underclass, as here, but the home 
of a thriving community — not entirely 
unlike London’s East End before it was 
wrecked by ‘redevelopment’ and mass 
immigration in the 1960s. Many British 
cities were like that until the post-war 
period, when people were encouraged to 
move as far away from the centres as 
possible into the dreary suburbs and ugly 
council estates that sprang up on the edge of 
towns and in the countryside. 

Narrow streets and terraced housing (now 
remembered with fond nostalgia in Britain) 
enable many Continental towns and cities to 
retain their sense of human scale — people 
living physically close to each other have 
more of a sense of community than those in 
isolated tower blocks or detached houses in 
the suburbs. The desire to return to a more 
close-knit community accounts for the 
popularity of TV programmes such as East- 
enders and Coronation Street, depicting 
communities which in reality no longer 
exist, thanks to the planners. A modern 
visitor to Manchester’s Moss Side is more 
likely to be ‘blown away’ by a crack dealer 
than invited for a drink at the Rover’s 
Return! 

When our movement is victrorious we 
must ensure that it will put in force a firm 
policy of protecting Britain’s architectural 
heritage. There is no reason why new 
building should not take place in our cities, 
towns and villages — indeed it is essential 
that this should happen — but the new should 
harmonise with the old. There should be a 
clearly defined boundary between city and 
countryside, and traditional styles of building 
should be respected. 


x 
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eA ORE SU a 


The Editor 
‘Spearhead ' 
PO Box 117 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 


LETTERS 


SIR: Would you agree that media reaction to 
the recent Algerian coup merely serves to 
underline liberal hypocrisy and double- 
standards? 

In Algeria’s first ever election the 
fundamentalist Islamic Salvation Front (FIS) 
looked set to take power with a landslide 
victory. The party had clearly rejected 
diseased and decadent liberal values and set 
out to restore law, order, discipline and 
morality, which had been eroded by the 
country’s contact with a West corrupted by 
liberalism. 

When the army forestalled this by 
stepping in and enabling the hitherto existing 
Government to cancel the final round of the 
election, there were murmurs of approval 
from our press and broadcasting pundits. 
“The West must alleviate the disease,” 
wrote Michael Binyon in The Times (14th 
January). 

Yet when another coup occurred last 
August in Russia the media howled with 
indignation and then squealed with joy when 
it failed. ) 

Perhaps the gentlemen of the media are 
aware that an FIS takeover in Algeria would 
cause a chain reaction which would help 
further the cause of a liberated Palestine! 

DAVID RUMNEY 
South Shields, Tyne & Wear 


SIR: I am writing to praise your article on 
Scottish devolution. It was spot-on, and I 
would like to make a few points about the 
situation up here in Scotland. 

Although opinion polls say that most Scots 
support the devolution idea, I would say that 
this support is not very deep-rooted, and that 
a large proportion of those in favour of 
devolution have never really seriously 
thought about it. They have merely seen 
people on TV saying that it is good and have 
accepted what these people say — as over so 
many issues in Britain today. 

A friend of mine has, in the course of 
working for his degree, studied the principle 
of devolution in some depth and has come to 
the conclusion that it would not work at all. 

The Scottish ‘National’ Party is 
thoroughly internationalist in its thinking, 
and has called for a ‘fairer’ distribution of 
wealth between the northern and southern 
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hemispheres. Obviously, the poor of the 
- crumbling, damp housing estates in Glasgow 


get no greater priority than people in 
Bangladesh — according to the SNP’s book. 
So much for that party’s old (and no doubt 


= now best forgotten about) slogan: Scotland 


First! 
ANDREW HARDIE 
Carluke, Lanarks. 


SIR: During the course of my work I get to 
see the insides of a lot of people’s homes. 
Some are nice, habitable places but many 
are without decent furnishings or even hot 
water. A large proportion aren’t even 
waterproof, and are full of dampness and 
general squalor. 

As for the people themselves, many of 
them are hungry and without hope — no 
jobs, no money, no future. This is the way 
life is for millions of folk in Britain today. 

In the meantime, we are being bombarded 
with appeals from charities whose speciality 
is sending aid abroad. These people simply 
don’t seem to care that Britain is a land 
slipping into ever greater unemployment, 
crime, vandalism and urban decay. 

While the politicians play the silly games 
of the multi-party madness they call ‘demo- 
cracy’, I ask: what are they doing to satisfy 
the entitlement of every man and woman in 
this country to the chance to work and better 
themselves and their families? Does the 
Government care? It is prepared to write off 
billions in Third World debt but does not 
seem to be able or willing to provide the 
money to better the conditions of its own 
people. 

Quite clearly, a policy of ‘Britain First!’ 
is called for, and the only party to provide 
that is the BNP. 

SCOTT McLEAN 
Glasgow 


SIR: A recent showing of BBC1’s Panorama 
dealt with the problem of homelessness in 
Britain, much of which is caused by the 
repossession of properties from those unable 
to meet their mortgage payments. 

` There were many cases of white people 
with young families being thrown onto the 
streets and their homes being auctioned off 
at knock-down prices. 

The programme was presented by an 
Asian, but the crowning irony was the sight 
of Blacks and Asians bidding for the 
properties just vacated by white people. 
Surely, we have plumbed the depths! 

P.J. FEEHAN 
Norwich 


SIR: An Asian — Salman Rushdie — writes 
a book (albeit a work of fiction) in which he 
apparently libels Mohammed and the 
religion of Islam, thus causing grievous 


offence to the Moslem community. 


Our Government, whilst apparently having 
little liking for Mr. -Rushdie or his book, 
nevertheless makes a stand on the principles 
of ‘democracy’ and British traditions of 
‘freedom of speech’. It affords Rushdie 
round-the-clock protection (at enormous 


public expense) and refuses to sanction the 
banning of the book. 

On the other hand, another man — Fred 
Leuchter (a White) — produces a report on 
the alleged execution gas chambers at 
Auschwitz, something he is eminently well 
qualified to do, and our Home Secretary Mr. 
Kenneth Baker denies him the right of entry 
to this country to state his case at what, after 
all, was only to a private gathering attended 
by a relatively small number of people. 
Furthermore, when he defies this totally 
unjust ban by turning up at the meeting 
anyway he is made to suffer the ignomony 
of being arrested and deported as an ‘illegal 
immigrant’ whose presence in the country is 
‘‘not conducive to the public good’ — all 
this of course being at the instigation of the 
powerful Jewish lobby in Britain. 

The moral to be drawn from this appears 
to be that freedom of speech is a right 
allowed to some people (as long as thereby 
they are offending only Moslems and certain 
others), but under no circumstances should 
free speech be the right of those whose 
views happen to offend the Jewish Commun- 
ity — even when, as is clearly the case with 
Fred Leuchter, there is no deliberate inten- 
tion to offend but simply a desire to state the 
truth as one sees it. 

And this from a Government supposedly 
dedicated to upholding traditions of 
‘freedom’. What nauseating humbug! 

K. THOROGOOD 
London N.12 


SIR: In your otherwise fine article ‘ ‘Anti- 
Semitism’: How to get rid of it’ (June 1991 
issue of Spearhead, reprinted in the 
American Liberty Bell) you state that Henry 
Ford made an apology to the Jews for his 
previous opposition to them. Sir — he did 
not. My authority? Ford was a great supp- 
orter of the late Gerald L.K. Smith, whom 
I had the pleasure and honour of knowing. 
Mr. Smith was one of the last two or three 
people to see Mr. Ford alive. He called 
Gerald to his bedside from way down in 
Texas. His request to Smith — or his order, 
if you like — was that he give the ‘lie’ to 
any statements that would be made by 
Bennet (Ford’s long-time right-hand man) 
after he (Ford) died that on his death-bed he 
had repented over writing The International 
Jew. He said he knew Bennet would do just 
that, and that Gerald was to deny whenever 
and wherever possible the lie that Bennet 
would tell. Gerald agreed to do so, and did 
do so as long as he was alive. I heard him 
state this on many occasions, both from the 
platform and in general company. : 
In short, Henry Ford did not have an 
intentions of making an apology to the Jews. 
H.N. HOUSTON 
Harrison (Arkansas), U.S.A. 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: The original statement 
made in our article about Henry Ford 
apologising to the Jews was taken from an 
article read by this Editor a long time ago, 
and it is possible that the original source of 
the statement was the said Mr. Bennet. If 


our article was incorrect over this matter, 
we apologise) 


SIR: John Tyndall’s depressing yet accurate 
article “This crushed and defeated people’ 
(November 1991 issue) dealing with the 
current British malaise well illustrated the 
seriousness of our plight. But all is not lost. 


The multi-racial lie has one great 


weakness: it is a lie! And it makes no sense 
at all to the personal experience of those 
unfortunate enough to witness its reality. 
Also, how many of its most vocal supporters 
(immigrants excepted) choose to live in 
multi-racial areas? 

Those of us who are impatient for change 
might find this hard to accept, but it may be 
necessary for us to have our backs to the 
wall before we act against this system which 
oppresses us. Yet we can gain comfort in 
the knowledge that we are all ultimately 
governed by nature, and if the choice is 
between our own offspring and another’s we 
choose our own — as nature intended. 
Threaten the existence of even the most 
cultured, and the veneer of civilisation 
disappears as if it never existed — to reveal 
the most dangerous creature of all. 

But by the time our backs are against the 
wall the traitors, the self-servers and the 
accompanying dross and trash will have been 
left behind, consumed by the lie of their 
own making. And the tightly-knit group 
remaining will be a united British Nation, 
aware of its enemies and of its purpose — 
all-powerful in the face of chaos. Our day 
will come! It is fast approaching, for the 
panic of our overlords can be seen in the 
hysteria of their propaganda. 

Let us prepare. 

LEONARD MANDERS 
Dewsbury, Yorks. 


SIR: R.E. Tandy asks: is it not reasonable to 
expect that people allowed into this country 
as ‘refugees’ should go back to their 
countries of origin as soon as it is safe for 
them to do so? 

It is indeed, but we might go further. 
While here, these ‘refugees’ should never be 
given the vote and never be given British 
citizenship. They should always be treated as 
citizens of their countries of origin. 

Furthermore, they should be kept in 
camps where conditions are sufficiently 
austere to deter all who are not genuine 
refugees from coming here in the first place. 

But in my opinion even that would be too 
altruistic. The correct policy would be only 
to admit refugees who are of European back- 
ground and can be racially assimilated. into 
our population. 

R.D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: Has anyone else noticed how Whites 
are discriminated against in TV adverts, 
interviews and other programmes? 

Blacks are interviewed first, and Whites 
are at the back of the queue. 

It’s so obvious it’s pathetic. 

Cameramen and interviewers must have 
strict orders to go for Blacks first. 


It won’t be long before Whites are banned 
from interviews altogether! 
When are the majority of the worms going 
to turn? 
W.S. WOOTTON 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: As requested in one of the letters in the 
December issue, I enclose the following 
numbers to which readers may telephone 


complaints: - 

BBC Radio 071 580 4468 
BBC Television 081 743 8000 
Independent Radio 071 581 2888 
Independent TV 071 584 7011 
Channel Four TV 071 631 4444 
TVAM 071 267 4300 or 4377 
Broadcasting Standards 

Council 071 233 0544 
Broadcasting Complaints 

Commission 071 630 1966 


R. ADAMS 
Emsworth, Hants. 


SIR: I have noticed that recently the extreme 
left-wing Labour MP Ken Livingstone has 
been given a column in The Sun, supposedly 
a Tory paper. 

One of Red Ken’s early assignments was 
an article on ‘racism’ and the British 
National Party. He claimed in the article that 
since the BNP opened its bookshop in 
Welling ‘racist’ attacks in the area have 
soared by 140 per-cent. He went on to 
demand that the Government close the shop! 

Meanwhile at Question Time in the House 
of Commons the same Red Ken asked John 
Major what the Government was going to do 
about ‘racist violence’. Major replied that it 
“‘would not be tolerated’’ and he gave an 
undertaking to meet the Home Secretary to 
discuss the matter. 

The establishment parties in Britain are 
obviously well aware of the BNP’s great 
growth in the last year. I wonder whether 


we are seeing the early signs of a new wave 
of suppression against nationalists in this 
country — a suppression over which all the 
Westminster parties will agree and collab- 
orate, and which will include a stiffening of 
the already tyrannical race laws. 
S. BATKIN 
Stoke-on-Trent, Staffs. 


SIR: As the war continues in the territory 
that was once Yugoslavia one thing is clear 
in the mass media’s reporting of the conflict 


and that it their anti-Croatian bias. 


It seems that certain elements in the media 
have a grudge against the Croats for their 
alliance with National Socialist Germany 
during World War II. 

The communist-led Serbs have been 
committing countless atrocities against Croat 
civilians and soldiers alike, but the media 
will only blame the Serbs for these atrocities 
when it’s impossible for them not to, such as 
when a village that was 100 per-cent Croat 
was totally destroyed and all the people 
(including old folk) slaughtered in the 
streets, or, as recently, when a European 
peace-keeping helicopter was shot down by 
a Serbian MIG jet. 

Another trick of the media is to juggle the 
words ‘Serbian’ and ‘Federal’ so that the 
public are not so sure as to the identity of 
those ill-treating the Croats. In fact ‘Federal’ 
forces are basically Serbian forces (with a 
very few unfortunate Croats, Bosnians and 
others, who are forced at gunpoint to shell 
their own people. 

Singled out for special attacks by the 
media is the Croat Hrvapska Stranka Prava, 
a right-wing nationalist para-military group. 
This group has been called ‘fascist’ and 
‘nazi’ by the press, but in fact its only crime 
has been to be the best fighting force in the 
defence of Croatia against the Serbs. 

ERIC BRAND 
Como, Italy 
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B.N.P. BOOK SERVICE. (TEL:081 316 4721) 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3DP. 


NORMALLY OPEN TUESDAY TO FRIDAY 10 a.m. TO 5.30 p.m. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. | 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 
BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War I 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
— and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
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back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 


waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to: 


appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell’s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 


FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 


GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) £3.50. 
A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing Australia 
from non-white immig-ration and of the establishment 
lies being used to promote it. The author is an active 
re era against the betrayal of our brother nation. 
1990, 125pp. 

GORING (David Irving) £9.00. A lively and original 
biography of one of the most colourful and controversial 


THEGLOBAL _ 
MANIPULATORS 


The Bilderberg Group... the Trilateral Commission... 
covert power groups of the West 


by ROBERT ERINGER 


ON HIDDEN 
GOVERN- 
MENTS 
(See advert 
above) 


“The world is governed by very different personages 
from what is imagined by those who are not behind 
the scenes.” — Benjamin Disraeli. 


figures of the Third Reich. 1989, 573pp. 


GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
pg aaa look at modern world history. 1977, 
Pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A Russian 
defector shows how Stalin engineered the war with 
Germany and exploited it to advance world communism. 
1990, xvii, 364pp. | 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. | 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 


LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 


existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the. 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972,288pp. 

OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 1974, 36pp. 

RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard authority 
on the most important secret societies undermining civil- 
isation and Christianity in the 200 years up to the early 
1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 419pp. 

SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 

SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 

SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 


165pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 
UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


- VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 


sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 


Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 


are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 


ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH, THE (Doug. 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
points out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
big internal divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on 
one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
—particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 


Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. ’ 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 


LATEST 
VIDEO 

See list on 
next page ~ 


local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. | 


BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 
Price: 1-9 copies 30p each, 10-19 copies 26p each; 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over I5p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 712p each. 

TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 
Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 


Contd. overleaf 
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BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 

in support of the British National Party, 

normally on a monthly basis. Sample 

copies will be sent on receipt of 48p. 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 

issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 

(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 

as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 
25 copies £6.60 
50 copies £12.00 


93p post 

£3.15 post 
£4.10 post 
£4.65 post 
£5.35 post 
£6.25 post 


100 copies £21.00 
150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 
300 copies £50.40 £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 £7.80 post 
500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


t+++t¢+¢4+4++4+ 


What’s happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 
12p each; 10-19 copies 10p each, 20-49 copies 8p each; 
50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6inx 17.7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 


Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 

the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.Sin x 2.5in. They are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 

BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 

100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 

costs 34p per 100. 


BNP Stickers (single-colour) 

Rights for Whites 

Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 
(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 


BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 


Vote BNP. In red, white and blue with full name and 
address. 

The three foregoing stickers are self-adhesive and are 
priced at: Roll of 70 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


BNP Oblong sticker (two-colour) 


Union Jack and BNP logo. Red, white and blue self- 
adhesive sticker 314" x 2'4" with logo in top right-hand 
corner of flag. Roll of 60 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


Norwich Branch stickers (two colour) 


Third World refugees: NOT WANTED HERE! 
Charity begins at home: SCRAP OVERSEAS AID! 


Stickers are oblong and self-adhesive and bear the 
party’s national address. They should be ordered from 
Norwich BNP, 9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA. £1 
for 50; £2 for 100 (18p p&p in either case. 


BNP Recordings 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


BNP election conference 


The first major event in the British 
National Party calendar for 1992 was a 
special conference held to plan the party’s 
general election campaign. The conference, 
in Nottingham on January 18th, was atten- 
ded by election candidates and agents, as 
well as national and regional party leaders. 
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The opening talk was by party Chairman 
John Tyndall on basic election strategy. This 
was followed by one by Elections Officer 
Eddy Butler on organisational procedures. 
Richard Edmonds spoke on vital election 
activities and David Bruce on fund raising. 
Conference Chairman was John Peacock. 


ELECTION 
CONFERENCE 
Eddy Butler 
speaks. From 
left seated at 
table: Richard 
Edmonds, John 
Tyndall, John 
Peacock (Chair- 
man) and David 
Bruce 


Rally °89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 
Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 

dall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) ‘Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War ID. 
Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 
Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment’; (2) ‘The racial time-bomb’. 


Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 


Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1F0, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1.00. Write to: PO Box 
1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Have you joined 
the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group 
that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British 
National Party. Membership is open to 
all persons, whether or not BNP 
members, willing to contribute £20 to 
the party’s funds. 

Welling Club members will be sent 
regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP 
projects for which their donations are 
required. They will also be entitled to 
attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP 
Chairman. : 

Since our initial advertisement for 
the club in December, 20 members 
have enrolled, bringing club contrib- 
utions to the BNP to the figure of 
£400 per month. This is an excellent 
start and shows how valuable the club 
is going to be to the party. 

Those wishing to join the Welling 
Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution, to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


EAST LONDON 
ELECTIONS 


Further to our call in last month’s issue, the 
BNP campaign to fight a series of by-elections 
for Tower Hamlets Council in East London is 
now hotting up. The party will be putting up 
five candidates. A good vote in these elections, 
likely to be held later this month, will be of 
immense benefit to our campaign in the 
general election later in this year. We need the 
help of all those living in the London/Essex/ 
Herts areas. Those available should ring 081 
316 4721 for information on activities. 


Racial Loyalty: A forthright newspaper for 
the survival and advancement of the White 


Race. Please send 25 US dollars by banker’s 


International Money Order for one year’s 
subscription via surface mail or 35 US 
dollars via air mail to: COTC, PO Box 400, 
Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 

ICE ONES ee eee ee 
SERPENT’S WALK (by R.D. Calverhall). The 
thesis of this fascinating new novel is that 
Hitler’s SS did not perish after World War Il. 
Instead it went underground, went into 
business on a multi-national scale and 
slowly rebuilt its strength, while democracy 
sapped the strength of its enemies. The 
showdown in the mid-21st century is start- 
ling and dramatic. From the publishers of 
The Turner Diaries and Hunter, it costs £6 
inc. post. Cheques/POs only to: LIFE RUNE 
BOOKS, P.O. BOX XG 22, LEEDS LS14 
6XN. SAE for lists. 


An example to follow 


One supporter who has contributed over £500 
to the BNP Election Fund over the past few 
months lives in the United States. He was one of 
the donors to the David Duke campaign who had 
their names and addresses publicised by the gutter 
press in America in order to intimidate them. Our 
friend, far from being intimidated, was so angry 
at this invasion of his and other Duke supporters’ 
privacy that, in addition to sending Duke money, 
he made some generous donations to our move- 
ment in Britain. He wishes to remain anonymous, 
but we nevertheless thank him. If an American 
can support us in this way, we feel sure that there 
are a good many Brits who could give more! 


ELECTION FUND 


£540.50 has been £5,000 
received in donations to 
the BNP Election Fund in 
the last month, bringing 
the total raised to £4,000 
£2,669.50. This leaves 
£2, 330.50 still to be raised 
to reach the fund’s target £3,000 
of £5,000. 

The fund has now 
become the top financial 
priority for the coming 
months. All donations 
Should be marked 
‘Election Fund’ and sent 
to: British National £1,000 
Party, PO Box 117, 

| Welling, Kent DAI6 


£2,000 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 
EAST LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, 
Hackney, London E2 7BZ 


HILLINGDON 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10 8XU 


SOUTH WEST LONDON 
PO Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 

113 Beaver Lane, Ashford TN23 2NX 
SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
MILTON KEYNES 


PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


DEVON 

PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 
BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, 

Birmingham B44 9LZ 
STOKE-ON-TRENT 

PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
PETERBOROUGH 

PO Box 211, Peterborough, 

Cambs. PE3 8JE 

NOTTINGHAM 

PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MERSEYSIDE 
PO Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


ROCHDALE 

16 Count Street, Rochdale, Lancs. 
OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 
HUDDERSFIELD 

PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 
WAKEFIELD 

PO Box 26, Wakefield WF2 9YT 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 


PO Box 61, Darlington, 
Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


PAISLEY 
PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Merton, Redbridge, Barking & Dagen- 
ham, Isle of Sheppey, Watford, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Stour- 
bridge, Stoke-on-Trent, Walsall, Derby, Chesterfield, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Blackpool, Batley, Hull, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, 
Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayrshire), Aberdeen, Inverness and Portadown (N. 
Ireland). If you want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production and 
administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our supporters 


so that we may remain solvent. 


Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed i in these columns, 
we have found it impossible to induce wholesale magazine distributers to handle 
our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high street newsagents 
or bookshops. Hence our need for additional financial support. _ 

Please send all contributions to: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please 
note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less than £10 unless 
specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be appreciated. 
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THINKING NOT THE 
SAME AS DOING! 


While tolerance is possible towards those of mere 
homosexual inclinations, says JAMES MOTTRAM, it is folly 
when it extends to those who translate their inclinations 


into practice 


THE CHURCH OF ENGLAND has 
recently been the subject of much 
criticism as a result of its attitude towards 
homosexual members of the clergy. 
Synod, it would seem, is prepared to 
condone homosexual inclinations amongst 
clergymen, providing that those who have 
such inclinations refrain from engaging in 
homosexual acts involving another person. 
Such a compromise would seem to be 
eminently reasonable and indeed 
charitable. 
No man should be condemned for having 
homosexual thoughts or experiencing homo- 
- sexual fantasies, especially when such homo- 
erotic fantasies occur in dreams over which 
he has no control. There remains, however, 
all the difference in the world between 
fantasy and fact. A person may dream of 
robbing a bank and living in luxury on the 
proceeds; fortunately for honest citizens, an 
actual bank robbery usually has predictable 


and unpleasant consequences. Those who 


accuse the church of splitting hairs in 
making the distinction between what one 
may wish to do and what one does have 
missed the point entirely — although, in the 
context of physical relationships, the 
distinction is one clearly recognised by the 
army as well as the church. 

What both the church and the military 
realise is that the highest forms of love may 
be completely dissociated from any kind of 
sexual desire. ‘‘Greater love hath no man 
than that he lay down his life for another’’ is 
perhaps the most moving tribute ever paid to 
the soldier who gives up his life in defence 
of a comrade. When this is paraphrased into 
‘‘Greater love hath no man than that he lay 
down his body for the sexual satisfaction of 
another male,’’ the sentiment becomes an 

expression of the obscene, and gives rise to 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 
P.O. BOX 117 


‘WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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sensations of abhorrence in all normal and 
decent people (and even amongst some who 
are of homosexual orientation). 


ULTIMATE REMORSE 


I recall reading some 20 years ago a book 
included in a series of minor classics, first 
published in the 1930s and then re-issued in 
the late 1960s by the Lythway Press. I 
regret to say that after such a lengthy 


QUEERS OUT OF THE CLOSET 
A ‘Gay Lib’ demonstration in London 


Printed & published by Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
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interval I am unable to remember either the 
title of the book or the name of its author, 
and I should be extremely grateful to anyone 
who may be able to remind me of either of 
these. The plot, however, was indeed 
memorable, and will be instantly recognised 
by anyone familiar with the work. It is the 
story of a happily married professional man. 
with children of his own who, on the death 
of two of his friends, becomes the foster- 
father of their twelve-year-old orphaned boy. 
The man is soon aware of his desire for a 
sexual relationship with the adopted child, 
and is so horrified by the nature of his 
inclinations that he decides to end his life. 
This he does in melodramatic fashion by 
walking over the edge of a cliff whilst on 
holiday in the Lake District. 


HOMO PROPAGANDA 

= Such a story would not have been 
considered at all implausible in the thirties, 
and it has a particular relevance for a 
modern audience, since we are all of us 
subjected to a barrage of homophile 


propaganda each and every day from the 


large number of sexual deviants corrupting 
the young and old alike through the media of 
entertainment. 

What the church should demand from its 


clergy is the exercise of self-denial in areas — 


of human behaviour widely regarded as 
being unhealthy and immoral. It is precisely 
this absolute control over human desires that 
we most admire in the ascetic, and it is no 
doubt the awareness of this that is respon- 
sible for the catholic insistence on a celibate 
priesthood. The Church of England, with 
particular reference to homosexual 
clergymen, is surely justified in the attitude 
stated at the beginning of this article, and 
should be supported. 


<= ee . 


